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control, even though some concessions had to be made to
the Turks on the extent and form of this control for the
security of Constantinople as well as for Turkish prestige. It
should also be remembered that what England had opposed
was not the opening of the Straits generally but a one-
sided arrangement opening them to Russian or other Black
Sea Powers only without reciprocal permission of ingress
from the Mediterranean into the Black Sea. In reciprocal
freedom for non-riverain Powers to enter the Black Sea,
England had nothing to fear; on the contrary, naval supe-
riority gave her an advantageous position over Black Sea
Powers and particularly Russia, as Allied intervention in
Russia, possible only through the opening of the Straits,
clearly demonstrated. Russia, on the other hand, found
the free passage of Allied warships and troop transports
into the Black Sea and the assistance thus given to the
enemies of the Bolshevik revolution most disagreeable and,
in view of the utter inadequacy of her disorganized Black
Sea fleet and the slender hope of building a strong naval
force, her position exceedingly vulnerable. The Soviet dele-
gate at Lausanne therefore fought for the closure of the
Straits to warships of all nations at all times. The positions
taken by Imperial Russia and the Soviet are not irreconcil-
able if we remember that Prince Gortchakoff, Izvolski and
Sazonow preferred to leave the regime of the Straits un-
altered rather than open both for egress and for ingress.11
Despite the bitter oppositon of Tchicherin, who repre-
sented Soviet Russia in the first phase of the Lausanne Con-
11 For the conflicting views of Great Britain and Soviet Russia con-
cerning the regime of the Straits, see the minutes of the meetings of the
First Commission in Lausanne Conference on Near Eastern Affairs 1922-
23. Cmd. 1814 (1923).

